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July 6, 1999

Ms. Chuck Schwer

Vermont ANR/DEC

Waste Management Division

103 South Main St. /West Building
Waterbury, VT 05671-0404

RE:  Investigation of Subsurface Petroleum Contamination at the Norton Border
Station, Norton, VT (VT DEC Site #91-1099)

Dear Mr. Schwer:

Enclosed please find the summary report for a site investigation conducted at the above
referenced site. This report has been forwarded to the Vermont Department of
Environmental Conservation (VTDEC) following the approval of Mr. Howard Reid of
Reid’s Building Services.

Mr. Reid supervised the activities at the Norton Border Station for GSA. He indicated in
a telephone conversation with me today that Mr. Bob Ilisley, who has been the GSA
contact for this site, is no longer working for GSA. Any future correspondence regarding
the Norton Border Station should be directed to Mr. Kevin Motris of GSA.

Please contact me if you have any questions or comments regarding this report.

Sincerely,

Beth Stopford _
Environmental Engineer
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ce: GI#39941486

F.O. Box 943 » Williston, VT 05495 * Phone/Fax 802-865-4288
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L. INTRODUCTION

This report summarizes the investigation of suspected subsurface petroleum contamination at the
Norton Border Station located on Route 147 in Norton, VT (see site location map in Appendix
A). This investigation was conducted by Griffin International, Inc. (Griffin) for the General
Services Administration (GSA) under the direction of Reid’s Building Services, to address _
petroleum contamination detected during an underground storage tank (UST) closure inspection
in August 1991. Mr. Chuck Schwer of the Vermont Department of Environmental Conservation
(VTDEC) requested that this work be completed in a phone conversation with Mr. Kevin Morris

. of GSA on December 15, 1998, The site (VTDEC Site #91 1099) is owned by GSA, of
Montpelier, VT.

Work conducted at the site included the advancement of a single boring in the vicinity of 2
former No. 2 fuel o0il UST, and the collection and laboratory analysis of a confirmatory soil
sample. In addition, a sensitive receptor risk assessment was conducted to assess the risk that
subsurface petroleum contamination at the site may pose to potentially sensitive receptors
identified in the site vicinity. Griffin’s Work Plan and Cost Estimate for Subsurface
Investigation at Norton Border Station dated Januvary 8, 1999 was approved by Mr. Howard Reid
of Reid’s Building Services in a phone conversation with Griffin on March 4, 1999, and by Mr.
Chuck Schwer of the VTDEC in a letter dated March 10, 1999,

IL SITE BACKGROUND

A. Site History

Subsurface petroleum contamination was detected in soil at the Norton Border Station site during
the closure of (1) 500-gallon No. 2 fuel 0il UST. Tank closure activities were conducted on
August 16, 1991. The UST was located on the northern side of the property, approximately 100-
feet south of the Coaticook River. The removed UST was replaced with a new 500-gallon No. 2
fuel oil UST in the same vicinity. Details of the closure inspection are outlined in the
Underground Storage Tank Permanent Closure Form and letter report, which were submitted to
the VTDEC on August 19, 1991 by Griffin [1].

Approximately 20 cubic yards of petroleum contaminated soils were stockpiled on-site during
UST removal and replacement activities. The stockpiled soils were screened by Griffin
personnel in June 1992. Details of soil stockpile screening activities are described in a June 26,
1992 letter report to Mr. Kevin Morris of GSA [2]. According to Mr. Kevin Morris, the
stockpiled soils were transported from the site by the Vermont Department of Transportation,
(VTDOT) to be used ata nearby VT DOT facility {3]. . According to Mr. Howard Reid of Reid’s
Building Services, these soils were removed sometime in 1992 [4].
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In compliance with a request from the VITDEC that additional work be conducted at this site in
order to determine the degree and extent of petroleum contamination, GSA retained the services
of Griffin to conduct this limited site investigation. '

B. Site Description

Norton Border Station is located on the west side of Route 147 in Norton, VT (see Site Location
Map in Appendix A). The property is bordered on the north by the Coaticook River and the
Canadian Border, to the west by open space and railroad tracks. A customs broker is located to
the south, and Route 147 and a duty free shop are to the east. The property slopes gently towards
the river, and steepens as it approaches the river.

There are two buildings on the subject property, the Border Patrol and Customs building and a
loading dock/inspection station. The site is primarily pavement and lawn.

C. Site Geologic Setting

According to the Surficial Geologic Map of Vermont [5], the site is underlain by lake bottom
sediments consisting of silt, silty clay, and clay. Soils encountered during soil boring activities
consisted primarily of well-graded sand and silt overlying clay. Bedrock at the site is mapped as
undifferentiated granitic rocks of the New Hampshire plutonic series [6]; however bedrock was
not encountered during this initial site investigation. -

Based on visual observation and review of the USGS topographic map [7], groundwater in the
vicinity of the Norton Border Station site would be expected to flow to the north or northwest
toward the Coaticook River, following topographic contours.

III. INVESTIGATIVE PROCEDURES
A, Soil Boring Advancement

On April 26, 1999, one soil boring (SB1) was advanced by Green Mountain Boring of East
Barre, Vermont using a hollow stem auger drilling rig. Drilling was directly supervised by a
Griffin engineer. Soil samples were collected at five foot intervals from the boring. Each soil
sample was screened for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) using an HNu Model HW-101
photoionization detector (PID) equipped with a 10.2 ¢V bulb. Soils were screened using the
Griffin Jar/Polyethylene Bag Headspace Screening Protocol, which conforms to state and
industry standards. Contaminant concentrations and soil characteristics were recorded in a
detailed boring log by the supervising Griffin engineer (see the Boring Log in Appendix B).
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The soil boring was installed in the vicinity of the former No. 2 fuel 0il UST, and in a presumed
downgradient direction of the existing No. 2 fuel 0il UST. A confirmatory soil sample was
collected from the extent of boring and submitted for laboratory analysis,

The boring for SB1 was advanced to 17 feet below grade. Soils from the boring for SB1
consisted of well-graded sand with silt from 0 to 2 feet below grade. Well-graded, moist sand
with silt was observed between 5 and 7 feet below grade. Moist, olive gray, lean clay was

- observed from 10 to 12 feet below grade. Moist, olive gray, lean clay was also observed between
15 and 17 feet below grade. The clay layer was completely penetrated during advancement of
the split spoon between 15 and 17 feet below ground surface. Soil samples collected for PID
screening contained VOC concentrations ranging from 0.0 to 0.1 parts per million (ppm). The
maximum reading of 0.1 ppm was detected between 10 and 12 feet below grade.

Petroleym. odors were encountered in soils from the auger flights during advancement of SB1, M
Several samples were collected from the auger flights and screened with the PID. The maximum (.ujkh
PID reading was 3 ppm in soils collected from a depth of 8 to 10 feet below grade. The VOC
concentrations detected in the soil samples collected for screening are below Soil Guideline L«/ ”’LD-N
Thresholds set by the Waste Management Division of the VIDEC (as per 4gency Guidelines for
Contaminated Soils and Debris [August, 1996]). The VTDEC standard for soils contaminated M mvgj
with No. 2 fuel oil is 10 ppm when measured with a PID. '
opr

Groundwater was encountered at approximately 8 feet below grade. This is believed to be a

surficial layer of groundwater, fed by surface drainage, and sat on top of the underlying clay L«,\ﬁ VYN
layer. The clay layer was moist. A deeper aquifer was observed after penetrating the clay layer,

this water was located at the approximate level of the Coaticook River. M

In accordance with Griffin’s Work Plan/Cost Estimate, a monitoring well was not installed . ?ﬁ°
because soil samples collected for screcmng with the PID did not exhibit VOC concentrations
above 10 ppm. -

B. Soil Sample Collection and Analysis

A confirmatory soil sample was collected from SB1 on April 26, 1999. The sample was :
collected from the auger stem at the 14 to 15 foot depth. Samples were analyzed for the presence
of VOCs per EPA Method 8021B and total petroleum hydrocarbons by EPA Method 8015 DRO.
Results of the laboratory analyses are summarized in Table 1. Laboratory report forms are
presented in Appendix C.

None of the targeted compounds were detected in the soil sample analyzed. ‘The soil sample
. results are compared to the applicable state standards in Table 1. In absence of compound-
specific soil quality standards, the Waste Management Division of the VTDEC allows the
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substitution of Vermont Groundwater Enforcement Standard (VGES) numerical values
{expressed in ug/L) to serve as soil standards (expressed in ug/kg) when evaluating site soil
quality data (as per Agency Guidelines for Petroleum Contaminated Soils and Debris [August,
1996]). The VTDEC soil standard for TPH is 1,000 mg/kg. |

Table 1. Summary of Laboratory Analysis

Soil Sample | Applicable

Parameter SB1 -Standard
Benzene nd(10.0) 5
Toluene nd(10.0) 1,000
Ethyibenzene nd(10.0) 700

. Xylenes (Total) nd(12.0) 10,000
1,3,5 Trimethyl Benzene nd(10.0) 4
1,2,4 Trimethyl Benzene nd(10.0) 5
Napthalene nd(50.0) 20
MTBE nd(50.0) 40

‘TPH (mg/kg) nd(20.0) 1,000

All concentrations in ug/kg unless otherwise noted
nd — none detected

The detection limit for benzene, 1,3,5 trimethyl benzene, 1,2,4 trimethy! benzene, napthalene,
and MTBE in the soil sample was elevated slightly above the applicable standard. In accordance
with Agency Guidelines for Petroleum Contaminated Soils and Debris, a value of 5 ug/kg (i.e.,
equivalent with the standard) can substitute for a non-detect value of benzene when the sample
specific detection limit is elevated above the standard.

The soil sample was collected according to Griffin's soil sampling protocol, which complies with
industry and state standards.

C. Sensitive Receptor Risk Assessment

A receptor risk assessment was conducted to identify known and potential receptors of potential
contamination at the Norton Border Station. A visual survey was conducted during advancement
of the soil boring. Based on these observations, a determination of the potential risk to identified
receptors was conducted based on proximity to the expected source area (i.e., former No. 2 fuel
oil UST), presumed groundwater flow direction, and contaminant concentration levels in the
confirmatory soil sample. '
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Water Supplies

The Norton Border Station is serviced by a supply well located inside the Customs/Border Patrol
building. According to Howard Reid, the site manager, the well was drilled when the buildings
were built in approximately 1933. The well is approximately 100 to 150 feet deep [4]. The

- supply well is in a presumed upgradient direction of the fuel 0il UST. Given its sufficient
distance and its location in a presumed upgradient direction of the source area, and the low to
nondetectable VOC concentrations measured in soils during soil boring advancement, the supply
well is considered at minimal risk of petroleum impact.

Buildings in the.Vicinity

The Customs/Border Patrol Station and the garage housing the Loading Dock/Inspection Station
are the only buildings located on the subject property. The on-site buildings are located “
topographically upgradient of the location of the former and existing 500-gallon No. 2 fuel oil
USTs. The buildings are constructed on slab foundations, and are partially below ground surface
due to the slope of the property. Given that the concentrations of petroleum constituents detected
in the soil sample collected for laboratory analysis on April 26, 1999 were non-detectable, the
potential risk of vapor impact to the on-site building is considered minimal,

The Customs Broker located to the southwest of the subject property is located topographically
up and crossgradient of the source area. The Duty Free Shop to the east is located
topographically upgradient of the source area. Given that the concentrations of petrolenm
constituents detected in the soil sample collected for laboratory analysis on April 26, 1999 were
non-detectable, and their sufficient distance from the source area, these residences are not
considered at risk of petroleum impact.

Surface Water

The nearest surface water to the site is the Coaticook River, which is located approximately 100
feet north of the former No. 2 fuel oil UST location. This water body is topographically
downgradient of the subject property and the source area. The river was inspected for evidence
of petroleum impact on April 26, 1999. No sheens or odors were observed. Given the
nondetectable concentrations of targeted compounds measured in the soil sample collected on

_ April 26, 1999, the Coaticook River is considered at minimal risk of petroleum impact.
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IV,

CONCLUSIONS

Based on the initial site investigation of petroleum contamination at the Norton Border Station
site, the following conclusions are offered:

1.

V.

Subsurface petroleum contamination was detected in soils at the Norton Border Station site
during the closure of (1) 500-gallon No. 2 fuel oil UST in August 1991.

The No. 2 fuel oil UST removed from the site was replaced with a new SOO-galIon No. 2
fuel 0il UST in the same vicinity in August 1991.

Approximately 20 cubic yards of petroleum contaminated soils were stockpiled on site
during UST removal and replacement activities. These soils were screened in June 1992,
and soils were removed from the site sometime in 1992, following soil screening activities.

One soil boring (SB1) was advanced at the site on April 26, 1999, in the vicinity of the
former No. 2 fuel oil UST, to evaluate the degree of subsurface petroleum contamination
detected during the UST closure inspection. .

Low levels of adsorbed petroleum contamination (between 0.0 ppm and 3 ppm) were
detected in the soils collected from the borehole for SB1. This maximum reading of 3
ppm is below the state guideline of 10 ppm for fuel oil in soils as measured with a PID.

A confirmatory soil sample from the soil boring was submitted for laboratory analysis.
None of the compounds targeted by the analyses were detected in the confirmatory soil
sample collected from SB1.

No receptors are believed to be at risk from subsurface petroleum contamination, based on

currently available data.

RECOMMENDATION

Based on the results of this site investigation, Griffin recommends that the Norton Border Station
in Norton, Vermont site be removed from the VTDEC Active Hazardous Waste Sites List. This
recommendation is offered based upon achievement of the following closure criteria, as per the
VTDEC Site Management Act1v1ty Completed (SMAC) Checklist (dated December 1, 1997):

1) The source(s), nature, and extent of the petroleum contamination at the site have been

adequately defined;

See Conclusions #1, and #4.
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2) Source(s) has been removed, remediated, or adequately contained.
See Conclusions #1, #2, and #4.

3 Levels of contaminants in soil and groundwater shall be stable, falling, or non-detectable.
See Conclusion #4 and #5.

4) Groundwater enforcement standards are met at the following compliance points:

Any point of present use of groundwater as a source of potable water: not determined due to
screened soils exhibiting VOC concentrations less than 10 ppm.

Arny point at or within the boundary of any Class I groundwater area: The Norton Border
Station site is not within a Class I groundwater area.

Any point at the boundary of the property on which the contaminant source is located: not
determined due to screened soils exhibiting VOC concentrations less than 10 ppm.

5) Soil guideline levels are met. If not, engineering or ihstitutional controls are in place.
See Conclusion #4.

6) No unacceptable threat to human health or the environment exists on site.
See Conclusions #4, #3, #7, and #8.

7) Site meets RCRA requirements.

Available records indicate that the Norton Border Station is not in violation of the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) as defined in 40 CFR 264.

8) Site meets CERCLA requirements.

Available records indicate that the Norton Border Station is not in violation of the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA)
as defined in 40 CFR 300. '
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VI.

L.
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PROJECT___NORTON BORDER STATION

LOCATION_ _NORTON, VERMONT

DIAMETER_ _4.25" _

DRILLING CO.__GMB
DRILLER__R. GARNEAU

CASING DIA._NA LENGTH__NA _
DRILLING METHOD_HSA

_LOG BY__B. STOPFORD

DATE DRILLED_4/26/99 TOTAL DEPTH OF HOLE _17.0°

RAILROAD TRACKS

GRIFFIN INTERNATIONAL, INC

DEPTH CONS‘;E{}I&TION NOTES 6?‘*8}"'3855& DESCRIPTION/SOIL CLASSIFICATION PEPTH
FEET (COLOR, TEXTURE, STRUCTURES)

& PID READINGS FEET
WELL GRADED SAND WITH SILT (SW)- 10% 0 -
silt, 90% medium send, moist, brown, 1 -

o'-2 cobbles and organic raterial,
0.1 ppm o _|
- 3 —
4
WELL GRADED SAND WITH SILT (SW)- 10X O
5-7 9/4/12/8 'ailt. 90% medium sand, moist, brown, L5 —

0 ppm organic material.
o -
NATIVE B.0' WATER TABT.._E ! 8 —
BACKFILL =

g —
; LEAN CLAY (CL)- 90% clay, 10% medium 10
10'-12' 8/8/9/9 Land. moist, olive gray with brown, L 11 —

C.1 ppm jcobbles and organie material.
12 —
L 13 —
94 —
16'-17" 4/3/5/10 ILEAN CLAY {CL)- 100% clay, moiat, olive 15 =
0 pom gray. L 16 —
END OF EXPLORATION AT 17 17
19 —
20—
2] —
oD _
o _|
| og |
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i i _'_EN D YN E, INC. Lab(;'Jratory Services

32 James Brown Drive
Williston, Vermont 05485
(802) 879-4333

FAX 879-7103

LABORATORY REPORT
CLIE.NT: Griffin International ORDER ID: 2111
PROJECT: Norton Border Station DATE RECEIVED: April 27, 1999

REPORT DATE: May 7, 1999

Enclosed please find the results of the analyses performed for the samples referenced on the attached
chain of custody. Different groups of analyses may be reported under separate cover.

All samples were prepared and analyzed by requirements outlined in the referenced methods and within
the specified holding times. :

All instrumentation was calibrated with the appropriate frequency and verified by the requirements
outlined in the referenced methods. _

Blank contamination was not observed at levels affecting the analytical results.
Analytical method precision and accuracy was monitored by laboratory control standards which

included matrix spike, duplicate and quality control analyses. These standards were determined to be
within established laboratory method acceptance limits, unless otherwise noted.

Reviewed by,

Harry B. Locker, Ph.D.
Laboratory Director

enclosures

Page | of 2
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CLIENT: Griffin International
PROJECT: Norton Border Station
REPORT DATE: May 7, 1999

—ENDYNE, inc

LABORATORY REPORT

ORDER ID: 2111
DATE RECEIVED: April 27, 1999
SAMPLER: BS
ANALYST: 725

Laboratory Services

32 James Brown Drive
Williston, Vermont 05495
(802) 879-4333
FAX879-7103

Ref. Number: 137492

rameter

MTBE

Benzene

Toluene

Ethylbenzene

Xylenes, Total

1,3,5 Trimethyl Benzene
1,2,4 Trimethyl Benzene
Naphthalene

UIP's

Percent Solid

Surrogate 1

Page 2 of 2

Site: SBI1 Date Sampled: April 26, 1999 Time: 10:35 AM
Result Unit Method Analvsis Date
<50.0 ug/Kg, dry SW 8021B 5/3/99
< 10.0 ug/Kg, dry SW 80218 5/3/99
<10.0 ug/Kg, dry SW 8021B 5/3/99
< 10.0 ug/Kg, dry SW 8021B -~5/3/99
<200 ug/Kg, dry SW 8021R 5/3/99
< 10.0 ug/Kg, dry SW 8021B 5/3/99
<100 ug/Kg, dry SW 8021B 5/3/99
<50.0 ug/Kg, dry SW 8021B 5/3/99
> 10. SW 8021B 5/3/99

76. % SW 8021B 5/3/99
105. % SW 8021B 5/3/99



ﬂ.ﬂ..ull e _:"EENDYNE, ING. : <! - 29978

32 James Brown Drive

Willisten, Vermonl 08495 I CllAIN'OF-CUSTODY RECORD )
(802} 879-4333
Project Name: /XOr 70771 Eorler Slr Do Reporting Address: ,— e Al Billing Address:
Site Location: N/ ooy | { -« : | “
Endyne Project Number: Company: s rr((‘)r m <- 4258 Sampler Name: %, “-.less frned )
j? / / / Contact Name/Phone #: %{M ),u )mJ Fed bk Phone #: "o ¢ Sve | &
o Sampte Containers S . I
s G | e [T s | g [ ssome [,
L p o) T - | Type/Size { -+ N . ] hllae
Zefra .
/ ?7"#?3' é /0'-5" ":j' - /f" le A Adbrrs,
T =
“————————-————————-—_.__..______________r______‘“— = ;lr = — — = = — = =
Relinquished by: Si J . L e \) .
elinquis y: Signature - A Received by: Slgnalure !/I’A /% \l A ! ( ﬁ y {( // DatefTime ﬂ/ :,-\}1 J t.;/C,} / /\ ' /_?
Relinquished by: Signature Received by: Signature {_ f ({ '. i TR & "{1 :{»Da,&;l‘um Shp e s s
LA - [ i i+ 1 ; - ot b

New York State Project: Yes . Neo __w_‘_""'_ ’ ‘Requested Analyses
! o “ 6 | TKN 11 | Toual Solids 16 | Metis (Specify) - " "21 | EpAem 2% | EPA 8270 BN or Acid
2 Chleride ) Total P 12 | Tss 17 | Coliform (Specify) 22 EPA 625 BN or A 77 | EPA 8010020
3 Ammonia N 8 Total Diss, P 13 | s 18 | cop ‘ qia EPA418.] 28 | EPA 3080 Pes/PCB
4 Nitrite N g BOD, 14 Turbidity 19 BTEX 24 EPA 608 PesyPCB
5 Nitsale N 10 | Alalinity ' 15 | Conductivity 20 | EPA601/602 25 EPA 8240
29 TCLP (Specify: volatiles, semi-volatiles, metals, pesticides, herbicides)
0| Omespecity: S R AN /S DR




g). U, —E N D YN E, INC. Labor;tory Services

32 James Brown Drive
Williston, Vermont 054958
{802) 879-4333

FAX 879-7103

LABORATORY REPORT
CLIENT: Griffin International ORDER ID: 2111
PROJECT: Norton Border Station DATE RECEIVED: April 27, 1999

REPORT DATE: May 14, 1999

Enclosed please find the results of the analyses performed for the samples'referenced on the attached
chain of custody. Different groups of analyses may be reported under separate cover.

All samples were prepared and analyzed by requirements outlined in the referenced methods and within
the specified holding times. -

All instrumentation was calibrated with the appropriate frequency and verified by the requirements
outlined in the referenced methods.

Blank contamination was not observed at levels affecting the analytical results.
Analytical method precision and accuracy was monitored by laboratory control standards which

included matrix spike, duplicate and quality control analyses. These standards were determined to be
within established laboratory method acceptance limits, unless otherwise noted.

Ha . Locker, Ph.D.
Laboratory Director

- - enclosures

Page 1 of 2



CLIENT: Griffin International
PROIJECT: Norton Border Station
REPORT DATE: May 14, 1999

TR __E N D YN E, INC. | Laborétory Services

32 James Brown Drive
Williston, Vermont 056495
(802) 879-4333

FAX 879-7103

LABORATORY REPORT

ORDER ID: 2111

DATE RECEIVED: Aprii 27, 1999
SAMPLER: BS

ANALYST: 820

Date Sampled: April 26, 1999 Time: 10:35 AM

Ref. Number: 137492 Site: SBI
Parameter : Result
TPH 8015 DRO <200

Page 2 of 2

Unit . Method Analysis Date
mg/Kg SW 8015B 5/13/99
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/E_LL.LJI =ENDYNE, in: / e ;,_.3 FRN
Wahston Vorman 03435 CHAIN-OF-CUSTODY RECORD
[802) 879-4333
Project Name: Ntz Vit SRPII Reporting Address: (/‘ ¢ o :\\‘: Billing Address:
Site Location: /‘v’,, -1 Ras _ T '
Endyne Project Number: Company: TR, f(u TR , g Sampler Name: A e -{-’(?"“i .-
,;2/ / Contact Name/Phone #: /.. v+ i ] AT Phone #: T o o
. o G g Sample Containers Analysis ) Sample |
Lab # - Sample Location Matrix R M Date/Time Fleld Results/Remarks Required - | Preservation| R¥SH -
) S o B |- P No. | Type/Size
| . . - — YL R - " 2 .. e R
}3745}:)_ o | [ =5 e ) o R I 5 ’; o // Lo R v
J LS

/

Relinquished by: Signature

Received by: S:gnaluﬂL!Aﬁ ! E i’ [El ‘ éz ,a:]

wey

et N-079 4G9 /T

Relinquished by: Signature / MM

. - 4 \1—
_;\Ef-c;ww by: Slanatffe _ G- i(l?}f(o )/ V\ k—ﬁ}/’@’

)1

/s

-

Loy din it

New York State Project: Yes

T

Requested Analyses

| pll [ TKN 11 Towal Solids 16 Metais (Specify) 21 EPA B 26 EPA 3370 B/N or Acid
2 Chlonde 7 Total P 12 TS5 1? Colifom (Specify) 22 EPABIS BN or A x EPA 301048020

3 Ammonia N § Total Diss. P 12 mns 14 coD 23 EPA 418.1 28 EPA B080 Pest/PCB

4 Niwrite N 9 BOD, 14 Twhbidity X BTEX 24 EPA 608 PestPCH

5 Mitrate N 10 {klkalinity 15 Conductivity 20 EPA 601602 25 EFa 3240
29 TCLP (Speely: volaules, semi-valaliles, metals, pesticides, herbicides)
o [ owsmitn_F 9/ B BND 2075 PR




